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tified by me as /. simplex D. Don. In this 
context, C. R. Babu’s (1977) treatment of 
J. simplex D. Don as conspecific with and 
synonymous to R. mollissima (Nees) Nees 
cannot be maintained, even though Wight 
(1850) in describing R. procumbens Nees 
had remarked (op. cit. vol. 4: 6, no. 1539), 
“A common and variable plant, very liable to 
be confounded with R. diffusa, also with R. 
mollissima, with the characters of which last, 
the figure so much accords, that I feel doubt¬ 
ful whether I ought not rather to have re¬ 
ferred it to that species.” 

Again, R. B. Majumdar’s (in Bull. Bot. 
Soc. Bengal 25: 75. 1971) treatment of /. 
simplex D. Don as conspecific with and syn¬ 
onymous to Rostellularia pumila Hochst. 
which! Nees (op. cit. p. 372) had treated only 
as a synonym of R. abyssinica Nees cannot 
stand. 
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NOTES ON HIBISCUS HIRTUS L. AND H. TALBOT 11 (RAKSHIT) T. K. PAUL 

ET NAYAR (MALVACEAE) 


Linnaeus (Sp. PI. 634. 1753) described the 
species Hibiscus hirtus L. from India based 
on the type ‘875.18 H. hirtus 6 sadda sonba- 
gon’ of LINN Herb, Type photo (CALI). 
The species is distributed widely m India 
and Malesia. Rakshit (Sci. & Cult. 27: 193. 
1961) described a variety Hibiscus hirtus L. 
var. talbotU Rakshit based on Talbot’s col¬ 
lection from N. Canara [Holotype: N. 
Canara, W. A. Talbot, 68 (CAL!)]. This 
taxon is characterised by its larger, lobed, 
ovate-lanceolate basal leaves (8-14x3-8 cm. 
Plate 1.1) longer petiole, larger petals while in 
H. hirtus L. the basal leaves are ovate, lobed 


or unlobed in nature (3.5-6 x 1.5-3 cm. Plate I. 
2), smaller petiole and comparatively smaller 
petals. In H. hirtus L., there is a gland on 
the midrib in the lower surface of leaf near 
to the base whereas it is absent in var. tal- 
botii. .Besides in H. hirtus the peduncles 
are articulated at or below middle whereas 
in H. hirtus var. talbotii Rakshit peduncles 
are articulated obove the middle. It is also 
seen that in respect of L-W ratio of the 
leaves and the length of inner involucral 
bracts they fall in two distinct groups (Plate 
II). 









